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speak before the other.   The Hon'blo goutloman   has <>\<iivisod the right of
reply so often that he perhaps thought that it was vested in him.    Hut, on  this
occasion he has courteously agreed that ho should. a-ddi^s the Council   before
me.   I will come presently *to the points in (lUlVronco between \\\m and
myself, but first I have a few remarks to make about Urn finances of   Burma.
Last year it was my duty to represent fclio urgent distresses and  ueeessitios of
Burma.   I pointed out that the rate of  taxation per head   was high, lluit^ the
scale of prices and wages was also high and raised the obligatory expenditure
and the cost of public works.   I pointed out that the estimates of  uujomo were
extremely sanguine, and had by no moans been realised, neither tho standard
or basis figures, nor the annual increases.   And, lastly, T pointed out that one-
fifth of the income of the Province was derived from a lixed grant which was
insusceptible of growth.   This year, it is, in the first phie,e, both a duty and
a pleasure to recognise the extent to which the rcproKOutaUons of .Burma have
been met.   The proportion of: fixed to total income has been reduced from 20
to about 3 per cent.   That is a considerable concession for  which my Govern-
ment and the people of my Province will bo grateful; but I am sure tho
Hon'ble the finance Member will not be so sanguine as to think wo shall bo
contented.   In the first place, considering that a large part of the land-revenue
of Burma is furnished by special taxes paid in Burma alone, such as tho
thathameda capitation and fishery taxes, we had hoped either that wo should
get the proceeds of those special taxes or that wo should get threo-fourths oE
the total land-revenue, or that we should get a considerable share, or perhaps
the whole, of the rice export-duty which falls, in part, on tho cultivators and
reduces land-revenue rates.   We should have been willing to give fixed grants
to the Imperial Exchequer to reduce our income to a reasonable, but not too
meagre, figure.   And the second point is this.   Tho miscalculations of income
have now been admitted, and we hiwe lost no less than 130 lakhs in tho courso
of four years as compared with the anticipations framed by the   Pinanco
Department at the time of the settlement.   "We had hoped that in a year of
prosperity the Government of India would have recouped us for a considerable
part of this loss.   It is true we have got 40 lakhs  (I shall come to that
presently), but that is all earmarked for special expenditure, and none of it
can be said to be available for general needs.    Now, in speaking of the grants
to the various  Provinces,   I start by the   assumption, by   the confident
assumption, that the Government of India desire to be just and impartial, and
I will ask my friends who represent other Provinces to bear with me while
I make a few remarks on the grants to their Governments.

" The Madras Government gets 22 lakhs for the constitution of additional
districts. In our rapidly growing Province, new districts have to be consti-
tuted from time to time, but we have never had a grant for such a purpose
before. A scheme for a new district is now in hand, and I hope we shall get
a grant for it. The United Provinces and the Punjab get 9 lakhs for relieving
the municipalities from all police-charges. The municipalities in Burma
were relieved from all police-charges some years ago, but expenditure on other
objects was imposed on them in order to counterbalance this relief. Ought
not Burma to get a grant to balance this countervailing expenditure ? Then,
I notice that the Punjab gets 10 lakhs for the Lahore General Hospital. A
year or two ago a similar grant was given to Lucknow. There is a new general
hospital in Bangoon for which a similar grant would be most welcome. Bengal
gets 7 lakhs per annum, in view of its peculiar difficulties. It also gets by far
the largest grant for both sanitation and education. It* seems to be the
*' Prodigal Son ' for whom the fatted calf is killed. I am afraid we cannot be
very grateful for the 25 lakhs which was referred to with some emphasis in the
first edition of the Budget Memorandum, paragraph 10 ; I hope that the
omission of that reference in the second edition indicates that the Hon'ble
Finance Member agrees with the view which I am now going io state.

"When the Provincial Settlement>as concluded, the Eangoon Kiver
scheme was said to be entirely outside of it. At a later date the Province was
directed to contribute 25 lakhs. JSTow, those 25 lakhs are refunded. We are-
grateful to get justice on this point, but the refund is no more than justice and
not a pie is available for the general needs of the Province,